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As declared in its mission statement, the Patriot was designed as a journal 
supplying ‘striking facts and arguments’ about such movements ‘below the 
surface of events’ as were ‘threatening the safety and welfare of the British 
Empire’. It was founded in February 1922 by a group of Die-hard Conserva- 
tives who assumed that ‘a section of the Government and an influential 
portion of the Press’ were deliberately misleading the British people about 
these movements and that they were doing so because they were ‘swayed by 
alien influences hostile to the Nation’.' This meant that the Patriot was predi- 
cated upon a conspiracist view of society and history which had clear racialist 
tonalities, that it viewed all current events through this prism, and that it 
endeavoured to popularize the approach. As stated by standard works on 
British antisemitism, the journal became a major mouthpiece for what has 
been called the proto-fascist right or the ‘conservative fascist tradition’, and it 
provided one of the main outlets for the writings of several leading exponents 
of this tradition, including Nesta Webster, Lord Sydenham of Combe and the 
eighth Duke of Northumberland. Its circulation never rivalled those of major 
mainstream journals of opinion (it hovered around 3000 at best), but it 
survived an initial trial period of only three months and, despite recurring 
financial difficulties, continued publication until 1950, thus spanning several 
eras of radical right activity. 

At the height of its influence, the Patriot was financed and directed by Alan 
Tan Percy, the eighth Duke of Northumberland (1880-1930), the major figure 
behind its launch and an eminently respectable representative of the interwar 
political right. Called by one of his associates ‘the straightest, whitest and 
most far-sighted patriot’ of all of the ‘unused men of talent’ that Britain had 
produced,’ Northumberland was one of the richest landowners in Britain, a 
novelist, publisher and publicist with a background in the army and in military 
intelligence and with a family tradition that aligned him with the extreme right 


1 ‘Introduction’, The Patriot, 9 February 1922, 1; Nesta Webster, The Surrender of an Empire 
(London 1931), 173. Unless otherwise stated, all the citations in the following footnotes refer to 
articles in the Patriot. 

2 See Sharman Kadish, Bolsheviks and British Jews: The Anglo-Jewish Community, Britain, and 
the Russian Revolution (London 1922), 37-8, 42-3; Gisela C. Lebzelter, Political Anti-Semitism 
in England, 1918-1939 (New York 1978), 64, 67; Richard Thurlow, Fascism in Britain: A 
History, 1918-1985 (Oxford 1987), 46-7, 57-8. 

3 Lord Croft, My Life of Strife (London nd.), 122. 
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of the Conservative Party. Frequently at odds with official party policy, he was 
one of the signers of the Die-hard Manifesto which helped bring down the 
Lloyd George coalition, and also served as sometime president of the National 
Union of Conservative and Unionist Associations, of the Royal Institution, 
and of the Marriage Defence Council, and as vice-president of the House of 
Laity in the National Church Assembly. He was also a member or well-wisher 
of various other radical right groups, from the National Party to the People’s 
Union for Democracy and the New Constitutional Party.* From 1922 to his 
death in 1930, he kept up a continual stream of anti-communist, anti-liberal 
and antisemitic commentary in the House of Lords and in the daily Morning 
Post, the weekly Patriot, and the occasional book published by the Boswell 
Publishing Company, all of which he acquired in the early 1920s as part of the 
Die-hard effort to reformulate Conservative party policies. During this period, 
the Patriot was a voice of radical Conservatism, of significance even beyond its 
core group of enthusiasts, and must be seen as a crucial formulator and dis- 
seminator of interwar radical right thought. 

This article, the first in-depth exploration of the Patriot’s editorial content 
while it was under Northumberland’s overall direction, will try to situate its 
antisemitic propaganda within the broader framework of racialist and radical 
right discourse. Taking into consideration the existing scholarly portrayals of 
the Patriot and the Duke of Northumberland as well as Northumberland’s 
and the broader radical right’s political and religious views and main political 
campaigns, the article will analyse the roots and trajectories of the journal’s 
commentary on Jewish affairs and assess the impact that it had on disseminat- 
ing and popularizing antisemitic thinking. 

The Patriot was the pre-eminent periodical of a strand of British anti- 
semitism which was ostensibly premised on a belief in Jewish-Bolshevik collu- 
sion and conspiracy. Secondarily, its commentary was woven around the 
motifs of race, ethnicity and democracy and proclaimed in broad denuncia- 
tions of modernity in most of its aspects, whether political, economic, religious 
or cultural. Patterns of antisemitism were structured around and subsumed 
within these two general sets of rubrics in ways that allowed its editors and its 
proprietor frequently to deny that it was an antisemitic journal and instead to 
claim that its roots lay in an imperialist and nationalist defence of Britain 
and of the British Empire against the perceived twentieth-century threats 
posed by international communism, international finance and non-western, 
non-Christian peoples. In actual fact, racialism and anti-communism were the 
Patriot’s main conduits to antisemitism, providers of presuppositions and 
frames of reference which created an attitudinal propensity to conspiracist, 
antisemitic explanations of current events. 

Before he established the Patriot, the Duke of Northumberland had 


4 Maurice Cowling, The Impact of Labour, 1920-1924 (Cambridge 1971), 74-6, 80-6; C.M. 
Headlam, ‘Percy, Alan Ian’ in J-H.R. Weaver (ed.), The Dictionary of National Biography, 
1922-1930 (London 1937), 662-3; ‘The National Assembly of the Church of England’, The 
Record, 29 July 1920, 534; ‘Notes of the Week’, 30 December 1926, 635-6. 
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rehearsed many of the antisemitic themes for which his journal became notori- 
ous, under the more amorphous guise of racialism and imperialism. His diaries 
of early twentieth-century colonial service in the Middle East and his pub- 
lished, pre-1919 writings had focused on military matters yet were suffused 
with a subtext of racialist English nationalism which viewed all non-English 
peoples as inferior and often dangerous, and feared that the English nation 
was being weakened through the influence of foreigners and ‘foreign’ thought- 
forms. These writings contained few even implicit allusions to Jews, but they 
did echo more general eugenicist and social Darwinist concerns about the 
clash of cultures and racialist entities which many late nineteenth-century 
imperialists brought to their evaluations of international politics. In these 
writings, Northumberland denigrated the practices and beliefs of North 
African native peoples on the basis of their supposed racial and religious traits 
and portrayed the ‘Saxons’, the ‘Prussians’ and the ‘Bavarians’ as distinct 
races, each with inherent bloodline characteristics. Later he was to discuss also 
the Irish, the Scottish and the Gypsies in terms of their supposedly innate 
irrationality, superstition, laziness and inability to lead an ordered life.’ 
These scattered allusions belied a tendency to racialist interpretation which 
Northumberland acquired through some osmotic process, which was appar- 
ently strenghtened by his colonial contact with non-western peoples and which 
he applied to the state of British imperialism and national ‘virility’ in the 
Edwardian period. 

Like so many others interested in the defence of a traditional culturalist and 
imperial order, Northumberland was driven long before the Russian 
Revolution to detect something implicitly but inherently Jewish in those forces 
which he thought were arraigned against the British from abroad and at home. 
As he saw it, Britain was dangerously exposed in the Edwardian period 
because the Liberal politicians of the time had neglected to tend to the military 
and spiritual bases of national strength. They had neglected this duty, 
Northumberland averred, because they had been bought by ‘international 
finance’ and converted to a world-view which placed all value in collectivist 
materialism, personal profit and advantage, and naive dreams of international 
amity and disarmament, none in national and racial virility, order and organi- 
zation. The likely result would be that ‘less degenerate races’, non-European 
and Germanic races, would take advantage of the self-effacing British and 
complete their putative take-over of power.* The implicit reference was to Jews 


5 Northumberland’s diary entries, 1907-1911, Northumberland papers, F/2/3-4, Alnwick 
Castle, Alnwick; E.D. Swinton and Earl Percy, A Year Ago (London 1916), 110, 140-1, 151; 
Northumberland, ‘Irish Aims’, 1 February 1921, Northumberland papers, H/3/4; Northumber- 
land, The Shadow on the Moor (Edinburgh 1931), 1-13. 

6 Earl Percy, ‘Military Policy and War’, The National Review (August 1911), 968; ‘The Great 
Army Reform Imposture’, The National Review (August 1912), 972-3; ‘Some Lessons of the War 
in Tripoli’, The National Review (September 1912), 57-61; ‘The Truth About War’, The National 
Review (April 1913), 248-9; ‘The True Doctrine of National Defense’, The National Review 
(April 1914), 232-3. Until 1918 Northumberland was known by the courtesy title, Earl Percy. 
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who, by the time these comments were made, were quite often portrayed as a 
superior race by virtue of their supposed cunning and remorselessness in ‘inter- 
national finance’ and in press and political manipulation. In his pre-1919 
writings, Northumberland did not directly allude to any alleged conspiracy at 
the core of all of this, but the materials for such an allusion were available in 
that the linkage of liberals and Jews was already paralleled by an equation of 
liberals and socialists, the latter of whom were further linked to (German) 
Jewry and its supposed world-wide manoeuvrings. According to the emerging 
Edwardian radical right, socialists, liberals and modernist Jews were in de 
facto collusion to undermine the essentials of traditional western societies 
through collectivism and materialism.’ 

It was the dire world and imperial situation, brought about by the Russian 
Revolution, the first world war and attendant multiple dislocations, that led 
Northumberland, and countless like him, to move from fluid and inchoate to 
full-blown antisemitism. It was the Russian Revolution which confirmed 
and crystallized, for those so inclined, an apparent confluence of international 
revolutionism and some inherently ‘Jewish’ quest for power, a compound 
with elastic descriptive potentialities far beyond the empirically validatable. 
Antecedent racialist and social Darwinist prejudices blended here with the 
growing social and religio-political insecurities of long-established élites, and 
in the extreme conditions following the first world war drove some of these 
élites to a new type of conspiracist explanation of recent trends and current 
events. They came to use new, anti-communist, coded rhetoric when dis- 
cussing many aspects of the new world situation but underneath that rhetoric 
there lived on the various racialist and other prejudices which had antedated 
it. Modern liberalism had already been connected to Jews through modern 
capitalism and finance and through social democracy; now it remained to con- 
nect all of these threads to Bolshevism, the convenient overall description of 
the forces of upheaval which denoted much more than just communist theory 
and practice. The Duke of Northumberland and the Patriot by no means 
pioneered this conflation but they made every effort to propagate and popu- 
larize it. 

Northumberland objected to Bolshevism on a range of spiritual, moral, 
geopolitical, economical and political levels, and wanted the western powers 
to intervene militarily to free Russians from its yoke. To this end he joined the 
Coalition Group on Foreign Affairs, a major parliamentary pressure group for 
military intervention, and even tried to pool resources with those orthodox 
Marxists who were opponents of the Bolsheviks and advocates of inter- 
vention.* More important to him than events inside Russia’s borders was the 


7 Ihave explored this pre-1917 conflation of liberalism and socialism, a major track in the for- 
mation of conservative anti-communist ideologies, in my British and American Anticommunism 
before the Cold War (London 2001), esp. 3-39. See also Albert S. Lindemann, Esau’s Tears: 
Modern Antisemitism and the Rise of the Jews (Cambridge 1997), esp. 158-81. 

8 Northumberland’s address, 8 April 1919 in Parliamentary Debates, House of Lords, Sth 
series, vol. 34 (London 1920), 203-5; Sir Samuel Hoare to Winston Churchill, 27 February 1919, 
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perception, which grew after 1918 (and especially during the Russo-Polish 
War of 1920), that the Bolsheviks were directing a range of organized move- 
ments threatening the British Empire and Union. To Northumberland, a con- 
vinced Unionist, it seemed that the obsessional concern with Bolshevism was 
really due to the Irish unrest which coincided with Bolshevik incitement of 
nationalist revolts after 1920, and to the British government’s inability or 
unwillingness to stop this unrest. A variety of other simultaneous threats posed 
in other parts of the Empire and by new cultural trends — as well as by strikes 
and radical Liberal legislative plans at home — confirmed his sense of a 
present danger which could only be explained in conspiracist terms.’ So 
unprecedented did Northumberland and those similarly-minded regard this 
danger that sense could only be made of this multiplicity of perceived threats 
in a unified overall explanation. As is well known, this was found in the con- 
spiracist belief that all revolutionary movements throughout world history had 
been controlled by Jews and Masons. 

The schematic presentation was usually borrowed, above all, from the 
writings of Nesta Webster, one of the Boswell Publishing Company’s authors 
and a frequent contributor to the Patriot. In her The French Revolution (1919) 
and The World Revolution (1921), and in subsequent works, she had resusci- 
tated for the English-speaking world the eighteenth-century French theory of 
‘Tlluminised Freemasonry of the Grand Oriental Lodges’, a network of secret 
societies beholden to anti-Christian doctrines and co-opted by successive 
hostile and expansionist regimes, conspiring to world dictatorship and using 
all such methods in the spread of their influence as had been calculated to 
appeal to the most degenerate and excitable races and demographic groups. 
Webster’s speculations incorporated popular prejudices about the supposedly 
racially-degenerate Irish, Slavs and Asians, the designated pawns of clever 
Jewish wire-pullers, and aspired to explain both wartime German subvention 
of revolutionary movements and the postwar independent operations of the 
same movements. The precise programme of the controlling ‘hidden hand’ was 
found in the forged Protocols of the Elders of Zion, supposedly the secret 
minutes of the Basle Zionist Congress (1897) but actually a concoction by 
Russian antisemites. For those so persuaded, the Protocols, however, exposed 
the Jews as the real hidden hand behind the conspiracy, rather than as one 


Viscount Templewood papers, 2/3/8, Cambridge University Library, Cambridge. On his collabo- 
ration with H.M. Hyndman, a leading anti-Bolshevik Marxian, see Northumberland to Henry 
Page Croft, 27 May [1919], Henry Page Croft papers, CRFT 1/7, Churchill Archives Centre, 
Cambridge; Rosalind Travers Hyndman, The Last Years of H.M. Hyndman (London 1923), 
247-50. 


9 Northumberland’s addresses of 20 April and 5 August 1920 in Parliamentary Debates, House 
of Lords, Sth series, vols 39 and 41, 859-60, 845-90; Northumberland, “The Bolshevist Plot in 
England, Il’, The Morning Post, 6 August 1920, 5-6; Northumberland, ‘International 
Revolutionary Propaganda: The Situation in Ireland’, Reconstruction Society Pamphlet, 62 
(1920), 1-8; Northumberland, ‘Bolshevism and the Labour Party’, The National Review (July 
1921), 617-33. 
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of the pawns." After the Bolshevik coup, and especially after Webster had 
collaborated in the publication of the Cause of the World Unrest, a series of 
popular conspiracist articles on the Protocols published in 1920, a clear pro- 
gression towards these views was noticeable throughout British radical right 
discourse. 

Northumberland and the Patriot simply borrowed Webster’s theory, in toto 
and unaltered. His first article in the first issue of the new journal, ‘The 
Realities of the Situation’, set the tone, being a denunciation of the Lloyd 
George coalition’s Russia policies which turned into an attempt to link Irish 
and Indian unrest, German revanchism, Labour Party agitation, and the 
League of Nations to a putative control centre of world revolution in the Third 
International. This control centre was in turn ascribed to ‘a clique of inter- 
national Jews’ who had produced the Russian Revolution and thereafter had 
set about ‘spreading the seeds of revolution throughout the Entente countries, 
and especially throughout the British Empire’."' In subsequent articles 
Northumberland went on to elaborate on the ‘pan-Germanism’ connection, 
suggesting, as had Nesta Webster, that the defeated Germans were still using 
the Irish and other revolutionary movements for the internal weakening of the 
Allies, even as they themselves were being assaulted by the forces unleashed 
through this co-optation. Never entirely clear as to whether the Germans or 
the Bolsheviks were the directing party, Northumberland created an image in 
which the two were conflated and blended and in which the ultimately most 
important role was being played behind the scenes by ‘this alien conspiracy’ 
composed of the ‘international Jew’ and the ‘Continental Freemason’. 
This ‘Jew’ was the force combining the apparently separate meanings of 
Bolshevism, Germanism and sundry other menaces, and forming them into ‘a 
great co-ordinated scheme of subversion’, the latest in a series of ‘anti-social 
conspiracies aiming at the overthrow of our civilisation’.” 

Editorially, the Patriot followed suit. It frequently made reference to the 
Illuminati and to the Protocols as a purported text of the Illuminati, and it 
took for granted that both of these referred to a plan for ‘Judaic dictatorship’ 
of which the Bolsheviks were a carrier and a prototype. The Patriot also kept 
repeating how Irish, Egyptian and Indian unrest, as well as labour and 
suffragette agitation, took their colouring from their relation to the core con- 
spiracy’s master plan.” The editors did stress at one point that ‘there are many 


10 Nesta Webster, The French Revolution: A Study in Democracy (London 1919), esp. 489-97 
and World Revolution: Plot Against Civilization (London 1921), esp. 290-311. 

11 Northumberland, ‘The Realities of the Situation’, 9 February 1922, 1. 

12 Northumberland’s articles ‘Our Foes and How to Fight Them’, 20 April 1922; ‘The Red 
Religion’, 14 December 1922, 297-8; ‘What of the Night’, 17 January 1924, 369-70; ‘The 
Question of the Future’, 1 May 1924; ‘The Power behind the Government’, 23 October 1924, 
177-8. 

13 ‘Ireland’, 9 February 1922, 11; ‘The German-Jewish Conspiracy’, 30 March 1922, 6-8; 
‘Internationalism’, 7 June 1923, 289; ‘The Protocols and World Revolution — T, 17 January 
1924, 375-6; ‘The Protocols and World Revolution — II’, 24 January 1924, 389-90; ‘Liberals 
and World Revolution’, 31 January 1924, 405-6. 
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Jews, in different countries, who are opposed to Bolshevism, who have no 
sympathy with, and some even no knowledge of, World Revolution’. But they 
immediately went on to cancel that statement, claiming that ‘it is equally true 
that Jews have organised, directed, and maintained Bolshevism, through it are 
conducting the World Revolution’.'* 

Anti-communism thus came to be the outermost of the several concentric 
circles in which the racialist discourse of the Patriot, and of the radical right 
generally, travelled. Immanent in all of the journal’s commentary on Russian 
Bolshevism and affiliated phenomena was a pre-existing aversion to supposed 
Jewish power, racially based and unfolded in the sphere of economics, finance 
and imperial defence. Almost all commentary on Jewish affairs was, however, 
placed within the broader confines of the anti-communist framework, and the 
Patriot came to conflate Jewishness and Bolshevism in an all-inclusive way 
which transferred whatever was unique in one to the other and saw both as 
flowing from a shared conspiratorial core. 


Chronologically, the first of the Patriot’s concerns was with the alleged con- 
spiracy’s operations in various parts of the British Empire. This followed 
general Die-hard thinking and Northumberland’s own long-standing imperial 
preoccupations, and took proper note of the anti-imperialist campaign which 
the Bolsheviks had begun shortly before the Patrio?’s founding. In conform- 
ance with their conspiracy theory’s extended image of Bolshevism, the editors 
of the Patriot saw Jews from the first as the defining element involved in the 
Bolshevik and nationalist unrest in India, Ireland and Egypt. Zionism and the 
Palestine Mandate were also deemed intrinsic to the conspiracy’s plans and 
were strongly opposed from the first issue of the journal. Northumberland and 
others in the Die-hard and radical right movements used these charges as their 
main arguments in the constant struggles which they fought throughout the 
1920s radically to change British foreign and imperial policy. Whether these 
struggles meant opposing the grants of more self-determination to India and 
Egypt or Northumberland’s own extremist effort to have the Irish rebellion 
put down with overwhelming military force — the two main tracks of Die- 
hard foreign policy campaigns'’ — they were invariably argued in terms of the 
Bolshevik-Jewish enemy’s alleged conspiracy and its appeal among the racially 
‘less developed’ peoples of the Empire. 

The Irish were a retarded and degenerate race, Northumberland asserted, 
always resentful of the ‘Anglo-Saxon and his industrial civilization’, incapable 
of scaling such heights, ‘parasitic’ by nature and peculiarly susceptible to 
Bolshevik catchwords and promises.’ Here was his crude racialist explanation 


14 ‘Various Views on Palestine’, 13 January 1927, 40. 

15 For Die-hard efforts to change British foreign and imperial policies in general, see Inbal Rose, 
Conservatism and Foreign Policy during the Lloyd George Coalition, 1918-22 (London 1999). 
16 Northumberland, ‘Irish Aims’, 1 February 1921, Northumberland papers, H/3/4. 
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for Sinn Fein and for the violence that had followed the war in Ireland. At the 
core of the explanation was to be found both the ‘South-American Jew’, 
Eamonn De Valera, and a much-highlighted alliance between Sinn Fein 
and James Connolly’s armed communist trade unionists. Northumberland 
regarded both of these menacing entities as fully conversant with the tactics 
manual of the Protocols and as intrinsic parts of the Third International, 
receiving instructions from its Jewish leaders. Consequently he presented 
Ireland as ‘swarming with Bolshevik agents’, all of its supposedly nationalist 
insurrectionary groups as Bolshevik-funded and plotting general anarchy as 
their stepping-stone to tyrannical rule, its people — and the British — blithely 
unaware of what was transpiring, fooled by centuries of superstitious igno- 
rance and recent, pre-Patriot obfuscation of thought on the part of the press.'” 
In editorials and other articles the Irish were further portrayed as an alien 
element, ‘deteriorationg our race pool’ both by existing inside the Union (a 
curious charge for a Unionist journal) and by co-operating with Jews in flood- 
ing the Empire with other ‘lower races’ and undermining British ‘sturdy inde- 
pendence’ with ‘flabby’ modernist and internationalist notions. They were 
being used by Jewish Bolsheviks in a process which would inevitably lead from 
nationalism to socialism and on to a ‘dictatorship of the proletariat’. Appar- 
ently, only such a dictatorship could satisfy the parasitic racial appetites of the 
Irish even as it amounted to a major infiltration of the British sphere by the 
Bolshevik conspiracy. In all of this it was stressed that the Jews were ‘very 
busy’.'’ 

Equally menacing racialist processes were detected in India, the particular 
fiefdom of Lord Sydenham of Combe, one of the Patriot’s contributors and a 
former governor of Bombay. Sydenham kept stressing in the Patriot that the 
Indians were as degenerate and as needful of guardians as the Irish, that 
they were mentally still living in the fifteenth century and were congenitally 
unworthy of democracy. This being the case, they were led to a state of 
‘bewilderment’ and eventual loss of self-control and social stability when 
self-determination was offered to them, in this case not by indigenous Jewish 
conspiracists but by the Jewish Secretary of State for India, Edwin Montagu. 
Montagu’s Indian reforms aspired to gradual self-government but Sydenham 
was convinced that they would deliver Indians only to German and Bolshevik 
government — into the hands of those ‘Bolshevist Jews’ with a master plan for 
the dismemberment of the British Empire. This made Indian self-government a 
danger to ‘all white peoples’.’? In case this was not clear enough, Northumber- 


17 Northumberland’s articles ‘The Realities of the Situation’, 9 February 1922, 5; ‘Our Foes 
and How to Fight Them’, 20 April 1922, 6; ‘Ireland and the Labour Party’, 29 March 1923, 
125-6; ‘The Betrayal of the Southern Irish Loyalist’, 5 January 1928, 1-3. See also 
Northumberland’s ‘The Irish Tragedy’, The National Review (January 1922), 611-20. 

18 ‘Ireland’, 9 February 1922, ii-iv; ‘The Jews in Ireland’, 6 April 1922, 4; ‘The Alien Peril’, 3 
April 1924, 129-30. 

19 Lord Sydenham of Combe’s articles ‘The Indian Danger’, 9 February 1922, 3-4; ‘The Indian 
Danger, II’, 16 February 1922, 1-2; ‘The New Art of Propaganda’, 4 May 1922, 5; ‘The 
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land added on his own authority that all concessions to ‘Mr Gandhi’s deluded 
followers’ should be eschewed because they would only assist in that destruc- 
tion of the Empire which was under way on Bolshevik orders.”° 

Except for the description of native peoples as degenerate, the Patriot trans- 
ferred all of this further onto the Holy Land. For a considerable period of time 
it carried a special section of ‘news’ from Palestine in which it sided with Arab 
claims to the land and conducted a continuous campaign against all aspects of 
the Palestine policy of British governments, whether Liberal, Conservative or 
Labour. Even apparently unrelated matters were found to support the jour- 
nal’s endless repetitions of the claim that Zionism was ‘a camouflage of 
Communism or Anarchism to cover their real aim — the destruction of the 
Governments of the Goyim throughout the world’. 

Though imperialist and in principle interested in the expansion of British 
rule in the Middle East, the Patriot held that there were no significant British 
interests to be served by a retention of the Palestine Mandate and major 
dangers in all subvention of the Zionist project. In terms of pure geopolitics, 
the Patriot’s views were undoubtedly rooted in the experiences and conclu- 
sions of Northumberland himself, for during the first world war he had served 
in the War Office military intelligence section dealing with Middle Eastern 
affairs and had formed clear views on Palestine.” At the height of the so-called 
Chanak crisis (1922) he first enunciated his conclusions in the Patriot, stress- 
ing that in the Middle East only ‘the freedom of the Dardanelles is a British 
interest, Palestine and Mesopotamia are not, and we should evacuate them at 
the earliest opportunity’. In his view, the latter two were ‘a source of danger, 
they are not worth fighting for’, and the twelve million Jews in the world were 
‘quite rich enough and strong enough to drive the Arabs out of Palestine if they 
wish to do so’. The British should not do ‘their dirty work’ for them.” 
Consequently, the Patriot pronounced the whole mandatory policy a result of 
‘weak sentimentalism’, of misplaced humanitarian concern for a persecuted 
people which could take care of itself by itself. The journal did affirm a sym- 
pathy for cultural Zionism and for communal defence but implied that the 
Zionists were working for ends others than these and that these other ends 
should no more be subsidized by the British than the fulfilment of the former 
ends required outside help.* 

In the Patriot’s view, therefore, the mandatory policy was harmful to the 
British Empire in that it needlessly over-extended imperial military resources 
and took them away from areas of real need. The mandatory policy was also 


Disintegration of India’, 6 September 1923, 69-70; ‘The Fate of India’, 3 October 1924, 129-30; 
‘The General Election, the Empire, and the World Situation’, 23 October 1924, 182-3. 


20 Northumberland, ‘The Realities of the Situation’, 9 February 1922, 2. 

21 ‘Where Revolution and Nationalism Meet’, 8 February 1923, 6-7. 

22 Northumberland to Sir Henry Wilson, 8, 11 and 16 June 1915, Sir Henry Wilson papers, 
HHW/2/76/18-26, Imperial War Museum, London. 

23 Northumberland, ‘An Englishman’s View of the Near East’, 28 September 1922, 117-18. 
24 ‘Various Views on Palestine’, 13 January 1927, 40. 
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seen as amounting to a subvention of ‘international Jewish finance’ (as in the 
awarding of hydroelectric power concessions to the ‘German Jew’ Pinhas 
Rutenberg) or to assistance to German plans of revanche (as in allowing 
deliveries of German armaments to Palestine). Preferential treatment of 
Palestinian Zionists was also opposed as dishonourable towards wartime Arab 
allies, as well as on laissez-faire economic grounds, as a course of action which 
imposed ‘alien’ financial and commercial control on an area which really 
should be developed by the private enterprise of its indigenous inhabitants, 
Arab rather than Jew.** None of these points was, in fact, explored or devel- 
oped at length, and they must be seen more as utterances of intrinsic prejudice 
against Jews than as considered geopolitical or economic positions. 

Above and beyond all of these incidental points of grievance, however, the 
spectre of Bolshevism loomed again. The Patriot was convinced that Jewish 
immigrants arriving in Palestine were, almost without exception, Bolsheviks. 
Insignificant though it was in the British context, the Poalei Zion was singled 
out here (and detected behind Irish troubles as well), but other immigrant 
movements were also deemed complicit in a deliberate plan of campaign, 
directed from Moscow, which aimed at flooding Palestine with Bolshevik 
Jews. As Lord Sydenham put it, both in the Patriot and elsewhere, these Jews 
were seen as beholden to German Jewish finance, therefore to pan-Germanic 
aims of expansion, and as using Zionism as a cunning cover for their 
Bolshevik plans of economic nationalization and bureaucratic central control. 
They could be expected not only to enslave Palestine economically but also to 
use it as their main springboard on the world.” Successive British governments 
therefore came in for strong criticism for their support of Zionism, seen as 
assistance to the Bolshevization and Germanization of Palestine. 

On a parallel track, in 1922 Northumberland also began to develop a new 
thesis, linking ‘pan-Germanism, Bolshevism, and pan-Islamism’ through the 
purported Zionist catalyst. He did this by suggesting that the wresting of 
Palestine (and the Hedjaz) from the Ottoman Empire had engendered in 
Islamist countries a profound and dangerous mood of revenge and that these 
countries were now likely to turn to Moscow for succour. Already Soviet emis- 
saries were busy agitating for nationalist revolts, and although Turkish leaders 
had no faith in the Soviets at that time, all that could change.”” This kind of 
anti-Zionism was a very curious compound of charges. After all, for Bolshevik 
Jews to flood Palestine in order to take it over, and yet simultaneously to offer 
assistance to Islamist nationalists to defeat the Zionists’ rule in Palestine, would 
seem an absurd equation. But in line with Northumberland’s conspiracist core 
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assumptions, it made sense. While he temporized somewhat on the causalities 
that he expected to see evolve, Northumberland consistently implied that a 
Zionist-controlled Palestine was likely to incite Islamists to various anti-British 
and pro-Bolshevik reactions. The editors of the Patriot agreed, and popularized 
this particular version of anti-Zionist anti-communism.”’ 

At no point did the Patriot voice the type of pro-Zionist antisemitism most 
feared by the anti-Zionists in Anglo-Jewry — the advocacy of wholesale forced 
emigration of British Jews to Palestine. The racialist right could not possibly 
advocate such a policy, given their conviction that a Zionist Palestine would 
be a Bolshevik Palestine. Political Zionism was a spur to their antisemitism not 
at home but abroad, one of their chosen code words for that aspect of 
Bolshevism which they thought immediately threatened the British Empire. In 
other words, the Patriot was fearful of Bolshevism making inroads among the 
subject peoples of the Empire, and they were convinced that Jews were assidu- 
ously at work throughout the Empire, through Bolshevism, attempting to 
weaken and then to take over that Empire. They did not want Jews to go to 
Palestine lest they made that area a centre for undermining British rule else- 
where. 

The Patriot’s commentary on the affairs of Palestine and of the broader 
British Empire was rooted in the long-standing imperialist priorities of the Die- 
hard right, but it found in antisemitic and anti-communist conspiracism a 
useful explanatory tool for the varied nationalist and other disturbances with 
which the Empire was saddled after the first world war. The Patriot painted 
and popularized an image of an Empire inherently in peril by virtue of its 
racial composition, an Empire composed of ‘lower’ races susceptible to 
manipulation and outside direction — if not by British imperialists then by 
their enemies. It claimed that Bolsheviks had realized this weakness, seized 
upon it, and turned Jewish Zionists and others into their tools for the further 
undermining of British power. Racialism and conspiracism joined hands here 
and resulted in a re-enlivened defence of imperial interests against an enemy 
seen as cunning and systematically malevolent to an unprecedented degree, 
tempting Britain to over-extend itself and using British imperial possessions as 
safe havens for its plans of world conquest. It was all explained through 
‘Jewishness’ clad in the garb of Bolshevism because in the dire imperial situa- 
tion of the interwar period no explanation seemed to suffice but a full-blown 
conspiracist one. 


The misconception of immense Jewish financial power which so materially 
contributed to later genocidal antisemitism existed in embryo before the emer- 
gence of Bolshevism, but it really drew its staying power from the Bolshevik- 
Jewish linkage. Whatever the promptings of those earlier publicists — such as 
Hillaire Belloc and his French inspirers — who spread this version of anti- 
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semitism before 1917, the Patriot found in it a convenient way of explaining 
the lack of effective anti-ccommunism on behalf of the Liberal British govern- 
ment and a way of conflating Die-hard fears about the rise of haute finance, 
the increasing collectivism of the Liberal government and its policies in various 
parts of the Empire. Consequently, the Patriot simply fitted previously con- 
structed theories of economic and political antisemitism into its own frame- 
work of anti-communist conspiracism. 

After the first world war, Northumberland himself intensified and made 
more explicit his pre-war denunciations of ‘international finance’ and attend- 
ant ‘corruption in public life’. He became a leading campaigner against the 
sale of honours practised under Lloyd George and constantly assailed other 
putative forms of moneyed, i.e. Jewish, influence within Whitehall.?? By this 
time the Liberal governments of H.H. Asquith and David Lloyd George had 
instituted a whole range of increasingly collectivist social reform measures, 
many of them in wartime and under the cover of war necessity, and had 
succeeded in changing the terms of domestic debate so that even leading Con- 
servatives expected a postwar reconstruction of a notably collectivist hue. 
Responding to this transformation, many conservatives in Britain and else- 
where felt that a new phase had been reached in the alleged Jewish and Liberal 
quest for socialistic centralized control and that ‘international finance’ had 
indeed been shown as that ‘hidden hand’ — as extremist antisemites had been 
calling it for some time — behind most government policies. The apparent 
conjunction of administrative and legislative state power and of ‘Jewish’ finan- 
cial power convinced these individuals that the Jewish-Bolshevik world con- 
spiracy had now also entered the inner sanctum of the British political 
system.*° These were the dynamics of perception, certainly, that drove 
Northumberland and the Patriot, both of which concluded from the ascend- 
ancy of Liberal collectivism that the putative financial centre of Jewish machi- 
nation in Whitehall had now managed to grasp political power through its 
collectivist Liberal surrogates and that its menace had thereby become 
‘immense’,*! different in kind from what it had been before the first world war. 

Northumberland stressed repeatedly that ‘international finance’, ‘the inter- 
national Jew’ and ‘German-Jewish money, chiefly from America’ were the real 
powers behind the Lloyd George coalition and that most of the coalition’s 
policies could be explained by the bribery that these forces practised, securing 
policies inimicable to British imperial interests but favouring the world revolu- 
tionary project of the Bolsheviks. The coalition’s Irish and Indian policies were 
partly explained by this aspersion, as were its refusal to begin a military inter- 
vention in Russia and Lloyd George’s Genoa plans for the pacification of 
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Europe through trade.” The tentacles of ‘international finance’, averred 
Northumberland, were also noticeable in the plans devised in the coalition and 
in the Labour Party for the nationalization of coal mines and sundry utilities 
— one of the period’s political projects which he campaigned to defeat most 
vigorously. In his view, nationalization formed a part of the hidden Jewish 
plan, the real aim of which was such an outlawry of profit as would lead to an 
economic recession and, thereby, to assured supremacy of Jewish finance, 
henceforth operating directly through centralized government. Nationaliza- 
tion was therefore championed by all of those who were influenced by the 
Bolsheviks (labour unions, a mere ‘revolutionary caucus’) or by the Jewish 
financiers (the Liberal Party), but, stressed Northumberland, no genuine 
British working men could possibly support it. Predictably, the General Strike 
(1926) was seen as part of a Jewish quest for power through nationalization, 
and its failure was followed by brief, astonished relief at the Baldwin govern- 
ment’s decision to restrict labour union powers. This was viewed as perhaps 
the only anti-communist victory since the founding of the Patriot. 

There was nothing new or unique in the Patriot’s presentation of this aspect 
of the reputed conspiratorial network. Indeed, most of the supporting argu- 
ments or ‘facts’ were gleaned from the writings, appearing elsewhere, of the 
postwar period’s most extreme conspiracists. Their unreasoning hatreds were 
taken at face value, not queried but rather reproduced verbatim and at length. 
Credence was given especially to the particularly all-inclusive conspiracy theo- 
ries of Andre Cheradame whose conflation of pan-Germanism, Bolshevism, 
‘international finance’ and Allied foreign policy failures in La Mystification 
des peuples alliés (1922) was popularized for an English-speaking audience.** 
Space was also given to Boris Brasol, the Russian émigré officer who had offi- 
ciated at the infamous Beilis trial, had later brought the Protocols to the USA 
and who began an energetic campaign for anti-Bolshevik military intervention. 
His writings were among the most virulent in portraying an international 
Jewish financial conspiracy responsible for Bolshevism and with tentacles in 
the Deutsche Bank, the US Federal Reserve, the Rotschild and Kuhn Loeb 
banking houses, and in the councils of the Wilson and Lloyd George adminis- 
trations. These writings were pronounced in the Patriot to be the only kind of 
propaganda that ‘really carries weight, for [it] deals exclusively with facts’.* 
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On another track, Northumberland himself was among the very first to 
begin to broaden the financial conspiracy charge to cover the newly-created 
League of Nations, especially its International Labour Organisation (ILO). In 
this extenuation the ILO appeared as the creation of the ‘German-Jewish 
banking firms’ and ‘international financiers in America’ who were interested 
in creating a ‘World Parliament’ and a ‘Slave State’ which would guarantee 
their profits, exert an ‘absolute authority’ in all areas of social policy in all 
member states, and through its propaganda and internationally-coerced class 
legislation ‘sow the seeds of Socialism throughout Europe’. All of this was sup- 
posedly undertaken in pursuance of the Protocols aim of world domination, 
and the League of Nations was to emerge ere long as the visible central govern- 
ment of Bolshevik-Jewish despotism.** Innumerable editorials in the Patriot 
repeated this claim and tried to perpetuate it. Alternatively, they denounced 
the Socialist International, the Third International, or movements for a 
European Union, each as parallel tracks of international finance’s pursuit of 
overwhelming power.’’ 

All modern internationalism was thus denounced by the Patriot as an aspect 
of Bolshevism, yet deriving its peculiar complexion from the influence that 
international Jewish finance had had on the Liberal creators of the League of 
Nations. Confused as the charges sometimes were — the ILO as an organiza- 
tion securing Jewish profits, yet nationalization as a means of abolishing all 
profits — and interchangeable as ‘international finance’ and ‘Bolshevism’ as 
the supposed future rulers of the League of Nations seemed to be, the new 
vitality thus given to older conceptions of economic antisemitism was con- 
siderable. This was, in fact, one of the most respectable and most widely 
borrowed permutations of the Patrio?’s conspiracist theories, one that came to 
inform the international discourse of a large section of the radical — and 
not so radical — right. Its progeny can clearly be seen in conspiratorial, late 
twentieth-century criticism of international organization, and in the imme- 
diate post-first world war period it was used to support the nationalist and 
imperialist efforts to prevent ratification of the League of Nations by Britain 
(and by the USA). After Northumberland, the Patriot and others who 
employed their rhetoric, had failed in this initial task, they nevertheless kept 
up a continual barrage against all international organization as a ‘Bolshevik’ 
and ‘Jewish’ threat to the Empire and its freedom of action. 

All of the Patriot’s discourse on international organizations and on domes- 
tic collectivism was thus informed by a conflation of Liberals, Bolsheviks and 
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Jews in which each of the three was a differently-named, interchangeable road 
to a centralized system of world control, regarded as somehow essentially 
Jewish. The linkage could not have come about had there not existed a pre- 
war discursive tradition regarding the supposed machinations of ‘international 
finance’ in Whitehall, Liberal complicity in those machinations, and modern 
liberalism and socialism as parallel forms of state collectivism. After 1917, 
Russian Bolshevism came to be used as a particularly frightening code word, 
basically as a symbol of collectivism’s logical culmination, but in Britain it was 
the Liberals who had instituted collectivism and to Northumberland and the 
Patriot it was that Liberal collectivism (and internationalism) which was proof 
of Jewish financiers’ new-found political power. 


The Duke of Northumberland was a member of the Catholic Apostolic 
Church, a small historicist pre-millenarian sect, rooted in the Presbyterian and 
Anglican traditions, with particularly strong views on the temporal functions 
and supremacy of evangelical Christianity. Therefore it was hardly surprising 
that even in an age when antisemitism sought its justifications in pronouncedly 
secular and economic realms, an undertone of religious aversion to Jews kept 
asserting itself in the Patriot’s pages. 

This aversion was, however, of a very particular kind. It emphatically did 
not repeat the old medieval Christian slurs about ‘Christ-killers’ or about 
Jews needing Christian blood for their Passover matzos, nor yet the terrain of 
Judaism as a superseded, superstitious faith congenitally opposed to Christian- 
ity. Such a plane of antisemitism was out of bounds to Northumberland 
because the Catholic Apostolic Church had traditionally warned of ‘a terrible 
retribution’ for those who harmed or calumnied any Jews, and because it 
had ascribed to Jews a definite, divinely-ordained part in the fulfilment of 
the messianic eschaton which Christians ought to cherish. Consequently, 
members of this communion tended to support Jewish restorationism in 
Palestine. Neverthless, the eschatology of the Catholic Apostolic Church, like 
all pre-millenarianism, did contain significant tensions relating to Jews. It 
expected the Ingathering of Exiles ‘in unbelief’? (which seemed to fit the 
Zionists) but also clung to the belief that the Christian Church had superseded 
the Jewish nation as God’s chosen people, distrusted the secular outloook and 
preoccupations of political Zionists and Reform Jews, and, of course, had 
major grievances with post-biblical currents in Jewish theology. Just as impor- 
tantly, Catholic Apostolic theologians took literally biblical references to the 
Jews as a ‘separate nation’, and they insisted that Christian nations should 
allow Jewish residence on sufferance only, on the understanding that Jews 
would respect the Christian basis of the state and its legislation, that they 
would not aspire to equal citizenship but accept an existence as ‘strangers’. 
Diaspora Jewish emancipation tended to be deprecated on the basis that it 
would corrode Orthodox Judaic beliefs and thus destroy the remnant of 
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believing Jews which God was to use as His instrument at the end of the 
times.** 

Even if its proprietor’s eschatological beliefs were not made explicit, echoes of 
these tensions were clearly present in the Patriot’s editorial commentary on a 
range of issues. A confused version of pre-millenarianism broke through in the 
Patriot’s commentary on Zionism and Reform Jewry, on international finance 
and Liberalism, and on the broad religio-cultural trends of the interwar period. 

On the one hand, the editors showed limited implicit, sometimes explicit, 
sympathies to those forms of Orthodox Judaism which opposed Zionism and 
liberal Reform movements.” In conformance with pre-millenarian doctrine, 
they stressed that ‘the Jews have their own place in the Divine scheme’, not as 
the sole redeemers of mankind but as one of the redeeming ‘races’.*? Indeed, 
the Patriot lavished strong condemnation on such rival forms of Christian 
millenarianism — popular among sections of the British aristocracy at that 
time — as tried to portray Anglo-Saxon peoples as the racial inheritors of Old 
Testament promises to the Jews.*! In this connection, the irrevocability of 
Jewish chosenness was very clearly affirmed. But juxtaposed to such senti- 
ments — and often appearing in the same articles — was a more profound 
deprecation of much of the Judaic faith-community, a denial of the genuine- 
ness of its monotheistic, biblical faith. The editors kept implying that most of 
the existing Jews were not on God’s side in the eschatological scheme, but 
rather on the side of the Antichrist. Secular Zionists and Reform Judaism alike 
were presented as aiding and abetting ‘the enemies of Christianity and civilisa- 
tion’ through the role that they played in the spreading of modernist, material- 
ist and communist notions among susceptible liberal Christians and in the 
world at large. As one sign of their success, the Patriot cited the instance 
of Arthur Balfour having agreed to open the new Hebrew University in 
Jerusalem, an act that purportedly manifested a ‘decadence of Christian senti- 
ment’ in this man.” 

These aspersions distorted historicist pre-millenarian doctrine — which 
associated the Antichrist with the papacy, not with non-observant Jews, and 
stressed that even non-believing Jews had a favoured part in the divine 
scheme.* Clearly, they represented a departure from the evangelical eschato- 
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logical tradition, even if understood within the complex, ambivalent and 
troubled attitude towards Jews that all of pre-millenarianism contained. 
Significantly, the Bolshevik movement was needed before this reversal of 
original pre-millenarian beliefs could take place. 

Northumberland himself needed the Bolshevik—Jew rationalization especi- 
ally strongly, given the actual discongruity of his original religious convictions 
with racialist antisemitism. Consequently, he rehearsed in the Patriot attempts 
at a systematic description of ‘the decline of authority’ (of Christianity) in the 
modern world — attempts that were to appear in his major writings else- 
where“ — and he did this through a religiously-based reinterpretation of 
Webster’s basic theory on Judaized and Bolshevized Illuminati. Communism 
was described here as a ‘false religion’, a product of the Reformation gone 
wrong, substituting a divine structuring of inner and social authority with a 
belief in man’s self-sufficiency and supremacy. As Northumberland saw it, this 
‘false religion’ was an idea propagated by a specific malevolent centre that 
was actually only interested in imposing its own despotic rule on all deceived 
peoples, an idea that flowed from medieval Anabaptism and Freemasonry, 
was later translated into the anti-Christian revolutionism of the Illuminati, the 
Jacobins, the Levellers and others, and had finally been taken over by Karl 
Marx and his Bolshevik followers. The ‘conspicuous role played by Jews’ in 
each mutation of the putative anti-Christian conspiracy seemed matter-of-fact 
to Northumberland, and he concluded that all past and present secret, revolu- 
tionary societies were ultimately directed by some deeply-hidden ‘Jewish 
organisation whose goal is the overthrow of Christian civilisation’. In 
Northumberland’s view, this organization with its various Bolshevik and 
proto-Bolshevik affiliates amounted to ‘the forces of the Anti-Christ’, was ‘pri- 
marily directed against Christ’, and could marshal such ‘a power of evil, moral 
as well as physical, of vast extent, of vast resources, and absolutely ruthless’ as 
to make it of eschatological proportions.‘ 

The cultural and religio-political spheres, no less than the political and eco- 
nomic, were ones where the Patriot deigned to detect the unfolding of this 
‘Jewish’ menace. Its editors decried the performance of anti-Christian plays in 
Soviet Russia — and then proceeded to blame these plays on ‘German Jewry’ 
transplanted into Russia and using Bolshevism as its cover.** Theosophist and 
other occult movements were likewise ascribed to Jewish-led Masonic inspira- 
tion and direction, and were blamed for spreading a dangerous pagan version 
of the advent hope. The occult movement of the theosophist Annie Besant was 
especially feared in this regard, and it was supposed to be preparing for the 
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arrival of a Jewish Antichrist in an India first made independent.” Further, the 
majority of interwar dons and younger students at Oxford and Cambridge 
were thought by Northumberland to be Bolsheviks,** and the Patriot con- 
sequently devoted much space to the exposure of this part of the supposed 
conspiracy. This take-over of schools and universities, the substitution of 
Christian education with the dissemination of materialist and communistic 
doctrines and with a general obfuscation of moral thought, was taken to be 
one track in the de-Christianization outlined in the Protocols — of course, 
Jew-led and inspired.” The Bolshevik connection was used even to link liberal 
Christianity — itself deemed apostate — to modernist Judaism, as when it was 
claimed that organizations such as the Industrial Christian Fellowship were 
being co-opted by the Bolsheviks or that the International Bible Students, a 
philosemitic pre-millenarian group, was really financed and directed by non- 
observant Jews.°° Throughout, the implication was that all liberal Christian 
organizations were, either consciously or covertly, under Bolshevik, therefore 
Jewish control. 

Opposition to these phenomena had formed a part of Catholic Apostolic 
social criticism since the 1830s. But never before had they been ascribed to a 
present world conspiracy of a Jewish Illuminati. After 1917 they were so 
ascribed. Not just Northumberland but also some of the leading theologians of 
the Catholic Apostolic community began to claim that ‘the driving force 
behind socialism and communism was a group of Jews who had lost faith in 
God’ and that ‘at the forefront of Bolshevism stand primarily Jews’.' After 
1917, such an ascription, in some form, was in fact a common denominator of 
much of evangelical anglophone pre-millenarianism. From Christabel Pank- 
hurst, the suffragette turned pre-millenarian preacher, to Rev. A.W. Gough, 
the cleric of the nascent British fascists, and to the activists of the Advent 
Preparation Prayer Union and the World Christian Fundamentals Association, 
British evangelicals tended to read current events as successive confirmations 
of a partly new eschatological schema which was influenced by the kinds of 
speculations that the Patriot spread. In this schema the emergence of a com- 
munist and a fascist camp of powers spelled the imminent end of the world 
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and included an assumed co-optation of secular and reform Jews by the 
supposed forces of the Antichrist. 

It should also be noted that in conformity with authorized Catholic 
Apostolic texts, Northumberland stressed that only those Jews should be 
allowed to remain in Britain who did not ‘belong to [an] other nationality’ and 
who were ‘loyally devoted to British interests’. This potentially sweeping 
pronouncement was directed first of all against all those Jews who were non- 
religious, Bolshevik or Zionist, and whose Jewishness therefore did not con- 
form to the criteria for ‘genuine’, religious Jews as set by pre-millenarianism. 
Given the Catholic Apostolic (and broader pre-millenarianist) belief in the 
inevitability of Jewish separateness, Northumberland’s stance could, however, 
conceivably have been broadened to cover all religious Jews as well. Inasfar as 
Orthodox Judaism was not just a faith but also a nation, it, too, could have 
been included in his denunciation. By his own theological standards, only 
Orthodox Jews were Jews — in the sense meant by the pre-millenarian inter- 
pretation of the Christian Bible — and also beyond the scope of the conspiracy 
he had portrayed, but by continually referring to Jews in the aggregate and by 
not making more explicit that he spoke of secularists only, Northumberland 
was in fact contributing to a most extensive hatred of Judaism. Never explicit 
on that point, at the very least Northumberland must have realized that by 
using such religion-based categories in an increasingly secular age, he was 
giving, or was likely to be interpreted as giving, succour to the most radical 
policies of expulsion and immigration restriction. 

A largely ignored but by no means unimportant, residual and ancillary 
support of interwar antisemitism issued from these circles. Northumberland, 
as a prominent lay representative of traditional pre-millenarian faith, played 
his role in making it so. Some of the politically conservative and conspiracy- 
inclined evangelical clergy referenced his relevant writings and, implicitly, 
endorsed them.** The Patriot in turn acted as a sort of advertising space for the 
early fascist right, and it explicitly lent its support to many of the fascist 
groups that predated the British Union of Fascists, above all the National 
Citizens Union and the National Fascisti. The religious elements in these early 
fascists’ commentary were especially applauded — and indeed some of the 
Patriot’s most frequent contributors and Northumberland’s closest allies, such 
as Nesta Webster, were responsible for these religious themes in British 
fascism, having moved to fascist organizations in the later 1920s.°° The nature 
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of some pre-millenarians’ attitudes towards Jews, complex to begin with, was 
thereby transformed, and the road paved for the phenomenon of interwar 
Anglo-American preachers supporting fascist and nazi racialism. In Britain the 
Patriot was one of those journals which played a significant role in this 
process. 


The editors of the Patriot repeatedly tried to stress that they were not among 
those whom they described as the ‘fanatically anti-Semitic’, and that they were 
not even critical of Jews as a people or as a faith-community. They claimed to 
be opposed only to that ‘section’ of Jews which they said had produced the 
Bolshevik revolution, fostered unrest in Ireland, India and Egypt and ‘flooded 
Palestine with Bolshevist Jews’.** This emphasis tried to convey the radical 
right’s sense that Bolshevism was the enemy of the British Empire and that 
those used by or allied with Bolshevism, Jews and others, were also the enemy. 

The Patriot’s concentration on Bolshevism and on the purported Jewish 
complicity with Bolshevism should not, however, be read reductively so that 
the journal appears as an anti-communist publication with merely incidental 
antisemitic content, such content as was acquired through a conflation of 
Bolsheviks with whatever ‘section’ of Jews. There were racialist traditions and 
hardened, religious and other prejudices upon which Northumberland and his 
editors drew, and after 1917 no less than before they analysed world events 
through the lenses of racialism and religious ambivalence towards Jews. Anti- 
communism happened at that time to be in the air, and it provided a helpful 
framework and explanatory paradigm which could be used to provide con- 
temporary meaning and expression to antecedent prejudices. In opting to 
present its views within that framework the Patriot was not being disingenu- 
ous or opportunistic; rather, its editors genuinely believed that there were a 
significant number of Jews in the Bolshevik movement and that the aims and 
ideologies of the Bolsheviks and of modernist Reform and secular, Zionist 
Jews could be equated on a number of levels. Their main concern regarding 
Bolshevism, however, was about its appeal to those peoples and sections of 
peoples which they deemed, on the basis of their already hardened racialism, 
inferior and easily recruitable to revolutionary campaigns. The point is one 
about the Patriot’s and Northumberland’s presuppositions, for the fact is that 
these presuppositions made both susceptible towards very broad conspiracist, 
racially-based interpretations. 

Given this provenance, it is a moot point to wonder whether the Patriot 
would have come into being without the Bolshevik coup d’état. Any journal 
accepting at face value forgeries such as the Protocols and the questionable 
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research of a Nesta Webster on eighteenth-century Illuminati showed such a 
willingness — such a predisposition — to wrest an antisemitic explanation out 
of every observable phenomenon somehow deemed threatening to the British 
Empire that its possible counterfactual trajectories bear no scrutiny. Yet, 
historically speaking, the Patriot was in fact a journal of Conservative men 
and some women who, generally speaking, had embraced antisemitism 
through their anti-communism, whose racialist and religious predisposition to 
antisemitism had been activated by the emergence of the Bolsheviks. The jour- 
nal was inspired and led by the Duke of Northumberland, a man steeped in 
racialism long before the Bolshevik coup whose religious faith, however, had 
proscribed antisemitism. He had needed a construct such as the international 
Bolshevik conspiracy to help rationalize the groundswell of antipathy towards 
Jews that surged in his breast at the time after the first world war when his 
beloved Empire and Union came under unprecedented threat and he felt lost 
amidst the multiplicity of threats and challenges. It was anti-communism 
which in fact transformed his and his Patriot circle’s amorphous racialism into 
modern, conspiracist antisemitism. 

Several different strands of antisemitism were given space in the Patriot 
but all of them were explained through and deemed significant because of 
Bolshevism. On the whole, its editorials conformed to those later theories 
which have been called the ‘interactionist models’ and which have suggested 
that collective Jewish behaviour in the economy, in revolutionary movements 
and in social and cultural affairs, in a way legitimately, called forth a reaction.” 
The Patriot’s editors certainly wanted to spread such a view. Yet the under- 
current of religion-based antisemitism which also existed at the Patriot casts 
doubt on the applicability of the interactionist model. Ultimately, the Duke 
of Northumberland was actuated by religious convictions, and those religious 
convictions grounded all of his thought in a dichotomous world-view 
which easily translated into essentially religious conspiracism. For a pre- 
millenarianist, it was more difficult to incorporate Jewry into this schema, but 
that too could be done as long as the Jews concerned were first defined as 
purely secular and unobservant — as Bolsheviks. All of this goes to underline 
the fact that Northumberland’s antisemitism was rooted in a reinterpretation 
of a religious world-view and not based on empirical observations. 

The Patrio?’s main function would thus appear to have been as a vehicle 
which helped permeate traditionalist and religiously-rooted Conservative 
thinking with antisemitic underlying assumptions, ways of perceiving and 
categories of thinking. It clothed these assumptions in anti-communism, 
imperialism and racialism, and thus made antisemitism appear more respect- 
able, less directed against Jews as Jews. By making that rhetorical reformula- 
tion, the Patriot helped ensure that as long as Bolshevism and communism 
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existed it would be very difficult indeed to uproot antisemitism and that its 
anti-communist guise could profitably be employed as a mass galvanizing tool. 
But given the broadness and elasticity with which it associated all manner of 
apparently unrelated phenomena with Bolshevism, the Patriot also indicated 
that a demise of communism might not affect the future of conspiracist anti- 
semitism. Conceivably, and as subsequent history has shown, those groups 
that were originally deemed pawns and instruments of the international 
Bolshevik conspiracy could quite easily be later ascribed an independent exist- 
ence as perpetuators of ‘Jewish’ power. 
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